Here are a few things we thought we knew about the border. The border is always a paradox. The border is the site of camps and checkpoints, asylum seekers and tourists, trade and security, staticity and fluidity, destitution and liberation. The border is a conflict between the global and the national. The border facilitates capital while restricting human movement. The border hosts shipping containers, some that will end up elsewhere, some that will house those who wish to be elsewhere. The border is a frame; it implies an excess that delimits and defines what exists inside the border. The border is a narrative of history and identity. The border is historically contingent, open to change and yet remarkably impenetrable. The border is a symbol of cosmopolitanism and ethno‐nationalism. The border is a liminal space.

Are these things still true in the midst of a pandemic? The border is certainly still the site of conflict between the global and the national, but in a different way than before. It protects not against infiltrating asylum seekers and refugees, but a virus that has no regard for fences, walls and patrols. The pandemic also re‐imagines threats to the border. Tourists and returning nationals are deemed as dangerous as asylum seekers and refugees.

The pandemic border has curtailed the flow of capital that defines globalisation. The virus is in many ways capital's alter ego. Capital crosses the border almost seamlessly, accumulating value in the process. Likewise, the virus also transcends the border, increasing its infectiousness as it does. This is no coincidence. Global capital and viral pandemics are two sides of the same coin. The former depends on a borderless world, where money, goods and tourists move freely; the latter demands the re‐erection of the border, because borderlessness is precisely the problem.

For those of us who support open borders, this pandemic creates a dilemma. On the one hand, closing the border is clearly the best way to curtail the impact of the virus. But doing so enacts a dangerous state of exception that plays into the hands of the nationalist governments that presently dominate the Global North. On the other hand, the pandemic reveals the impossibility of the border, that no matter how high you build walls and fences, the world always finds a way in.

The border might currently be a defence against coronavirus, but that does not mean that borders should be fortified and extended. The pandemic reveals that we are globally interconnected and what affects people in one part of the world has the potential to impact those in another part. Healthcare, welfare and social justice are not nationalistic anymore.

In the post‐pandemic era, the aim of anthropology, in conversation with other humanistic disciplines, should be to re‐imagine the border as a mechanism that facilitates a relationship between national and international demands for equality and social justice. Without such a re‐imagining, the border might become the locus of even more violence, destitution and despair.
